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Period for Reply 

A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) FROM 
THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

• tf the period for reply specified above is less than thirty (30) days, a reply within the statutory minimum of thirty (30) days will be considered timely. 

• tf NO period for reply is specified above, the maximum statutory period will apply and will expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 133). 
Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 

Status 

1 )K Responsive to communication(s) filed on 10 October 2003 . 
2a)D This action is FINAL. 2b)S This action is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quay/e, 1935 CD. 11, 453 O.G. 213. 

Disposition of Claims 

4) [p Claim(s) 1^9 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) D Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) E3 Claim(s) 1^9 is/are rejected. 

7) D Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) D Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) 13 The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10) 13 The drawing(s) filed on 10 October 2003 is/are: a)M accepted or b)D objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1.85(a). 
Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d). 

1 1) D The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. Note the attached Office Action or form PTO-152. 

Priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119 

12) D Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 1 1 9(a)-(d) or (0. 
a)D All b)D Some * c)D None of: 

1 .□ Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

2.D Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. . 



3.D Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 
application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 



Attachment(s) 

1 ) S Notice of References Cited (PTO-892) 

2) O Notice of Draftsperson's Patent Drawing Review (PTO-948) 

3) O Information Disclosure Statement(s) (PTO-1449 or PTO/SB/08) 

Paper No(s)/Mail Date . 



4) C] Interview Summary (PT 

Paper No(s)/Mail Date. 

5) O Notice of Informal Patent Ap^plicatio 

6) □ Other: . 
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Part of Paper No./Mail Date 09022004 



DETAILED ACTION 
Specification 

Applicant is reminded of the proper language and format for an abstract of 
the disclosure. 

The language should be clear and concise and should not repeat 
information given in the title. It should avoid using phrases which can be implied, 
such as, "is provided," in line 1 . 

Also, the disclosure is objected to because on page 5, lines 3-5, the 
disclosure of a "gravity rod... .for accelerating..." is improper and deemed as 
having "no utility" since it is impossible for an increase in mass to "increase 
acceleration of an object" (as per Isaac Newton and the laws of physics). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and 
process of making and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any 
person skilled in the art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make 
and use the same and shall set forth the best mode contemplated by the inventor of carrying 
out his invention. 

Claim 5 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph, as failing to 
comply with the enablement requirement. The claim(s) contains subject matter 
which was not described in the specification in such a way as to enable one 
skilled in the art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to 
make and/or use the invention. The "gravity rod.. Jo accelerate the escape 
ladder in descending down to the ground 1 is improper and deemed as having 
"no utility" since it is impossible for an increase in mass to "increase acceleration 
of an object". 



Claim Objections 
Claims 2 and 7 are objected to under 37 CFR 1 .75(c), as being of 
improper dependent form for failing to further limit the subject matter of a 
previous claim. Applicant is required to cancel the claim(s), or amend the 
claim(s) to place the claim(s) in proper dependent form, or rewrite the claim(s) in 
independent form. The subject matter of these claims are also present in claim 
1. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

Claims 1-9 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter 
which applicant regards as the invention. 

As concerns claim 1 , there is an inconsistency between the language in 
the preamble and certain portions in the body of the claims, thereby making the 
scope of the claims unclear. For example, the preamble clearly indicates that the 
subcombination of a "ladder system" is being claimed. However, the body of the 
claim positively recites a "room, balcony, building, and ground", e.g., "being 
provided... in a room" (line 3); "located by a balcony (line 5); "resting on the 
ground (lines 5-6); and "along the external wall of a building down to the ground" 
(lines 28-29), which indicates the claims as being drawn to a combination of the 
"ladder system" and the "room, balcony, building, and ground". Therefore, the 
applicant is required to clarify what the claims are intended to be drawn to, i.e., 
either the "ladder system" alone or in combination with the "room, balcony, 
building, and ground", and to present the claims with the language which is 



consistent with the invention. The applicant should note that "adapted to be" 
language may be appropriate if claiming the "ladder system" alone (i.e., "adapted 
to be secured to"). 

As further concerns claim 1 , the phrases "being provided at where 
appropriately in a room" (line 3), and "provided at where appropriately on the 
box" (lines 9-10) are not understood and therefore renders the claims as vague 
and indefinite. 

As concerns claim 3, the phrase "the driver related to a motor" is improper 
and therefore renders the claims as vague and indefinite. 

As concerns claims 5 and 6, the phrase "the terminal of the escape 
ladder" lacks antecedent basis and therefore renders the claims as vague and 
indefinite. 

As concerns claims 7 and 8, the use of the phrase "or" is improper and 
therefore renders the claims as vague and indefinite. 

As concerns claim 8, the phrase "S-type" is improper and therefore 
renders the claims as vague and indefinite. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 
U.S.C. 102 that form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this 
Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in 
public use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in 
the United States. 
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Claims 1-9 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by 
Ferguson 6,328,129. 

Ferguson sets forth an escape fire ladder system including an (smoke) 
alarm; a box; a driver 20; a main shaft 22; an escape ladder; a receiver; multiple 
locking grooves (inclusive of the sprocket grooves on members 23 and 24); the 
ladder including steel cable side rails and rungs; a power source 21 ; a gear set 
(inclusive of members 23 and 24) ; the power source including a battery; a 
cranking device 38; a gravity rod (viewed as the lowermost rung); positioning 
sensors (viewed as the control switches); and two hand rests (viewed as the 
edge and side portions of box 1 1 ). 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from 
the examiner should be directed to Bruce A. Lev whose telephone number is 
(703) 308-7470. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application 
should be directed to the Group receptionist whose telephone number is (703) 
308-2168. 

9/2/2004 . . 



Bkuce A. Lev 
Primary Examiner 
Group 3600 



